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Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
4/24/2007 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

This office action is responsive to Applicant's amendment received on 
4/24/2007. Claims 1-46 are cancelled. Claims 47-62 are added. Claims 47-62 are 
pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
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directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35, U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 47, 51-53, and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Berger et al., (U.S. Patent No. 6,196,846 and Berger hereinafter). 

Regarding claims 47 and 53, Berger discloses a system for enabling an outside 
entity to cOlatrol devices at a location, the system comprising: 

an interface to a communication network, the communications network adapted 
to communicate with an internal computer system associated with the location, the 
internal computer system being associated with a sensing apparatus that can detect a 
triggering event at the location, the internal computer system being further associated 
with a device that can be controlled by the outside entity via the internal computer 
system (col. 8, lines 48-67 and col. 9, lines 1-23), and logic configured to receive an 
indication associated with an occurrence of the triggering event (col. 9, lines 24-36), 
wherein responsive to the sensing apparatus detecting the triggering event, the internal 
computer system establishes a voice-over-Internet-protocol communication session with 
the outside entity via a communications network in communication with the location (col. 
10, lines 15-54), the communications network including wherein the triggering event 
activates an ability to allow control to be assigned to the outside entity (col. 2, lines 26- 
43). 
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Regarding claim 51 , Berger discloses further comprising logic configured to 
transfer a session to a second outside entity (i.e., workstation agent 14)(col. 10, lines 
15-39). 

Regarding claim 52, Berger discloses wherein the second outside entity is a 
public safety answering point (i.e., workstation agent 14)(col. 10, lines 15-39). 

Regarding claim 55, Berger discloses wherein at least one communication device 
is wireless (col. 7, lines 15-33). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 48-50 and 54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Berger et al M (U.S. Patent No. 6,196,846 and Berger hereinafter), in view of Gaos, 

(U.S. Publication No. 2003/0046689). 

Regarding claims 48 and 54, Berger does not explicitly disclose wherein at least 
a portion of the communications session is secure. 
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However, Gaos discloses wherein at least a portion of the communications 
session is secure (par. 161-170). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify teachings of Berger with teachings of Gaos 
because it would allow to include secure communications as disclosed by Gaos. This 
modification would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated by the suggestion of Gaos to provide secure connections to 
commercial banks (Gaos, par. 144). 

Regarding claims 49-50, Berger does not explicitly disclose wherein the security 
utilizes a digital certificate. 

However, Gaos discloses wherein the security utilizes a digital certificate (par. 
161-170). . 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify teachings of Berger with teachings of Gaos 
because it would allow to include secure communications as disclosed by Gaos. This 
modification would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated by the suggestion of Gaos to provide secure connections to 
commercial banks (Gaos, par, 144). 
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Claims 56-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Berger etal., (U.S. Patent No. 6,196,846 and Berger hereinafter), in view of Kite, (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,792,263). 

Regarding claims 56-58, Berger does not explicitly disclose wherein the location 
is associated with a moving object. 

However, Kite discloses on-board vehicle navigation, communication and 
infotainment systems, such as ONSTAR or VIRTUAL ADVISOR, have been developed 
that allow communication from cars and other vehicles (col. 23, lines 34-61).' 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify teachings of Berger with teachings of Kite 
because it would allow to include on-board vehicle navigation and communication from 
cars and other vehicles as disclosed by Kite. This modification would have been 
obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated by the 
suggestion of Kite to facilitate communications and help avoid driver distraction [by 
providing navigation information/instructions](Kite, col. 23, lines 34-61). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Application/Control Number: 09/750,104 
Art Unit: 2131 



Page 6 



Claims 59-62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kite, (U.S. Patent No. 6,792,263), in view of Gaos, (U.S. Publication No. 
2003/0046689). , 

Regarding claims 59-62, Kite discloses a monitoring and control apparatus at a 
location, the apparatus comprising: an internal computer system associated with the 
location, a wireless interface to a sensing element to monitor a location, a 
communication processor to communicate with an outside entity via a communications 
network, a control module allowing an outside entity to control the operations of the 
devices associated with a local area network, wherein the devices include VoIP capable 
devices and television (col. 22, lines 38-67 and col. 23, lines 1-61). 

Kite does not explicitly disclose wherein the communications utilizes a secure 
tunnel and the outside entity is authenticated. 

However, Gaos discloses wherein the communications utilizes a secure tunnel 
and the outside entity is authenticated (par. 161-170). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify teachings of Kite with teachings of Gaos 
because it would allow to include secure communications as disclosed by Gaos. This 
modification would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been motivated by the suggestion of Gaos to provide secure connections to 
commercial banks (Gaos, par. 144). 
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Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Please see the attached PTO-892 for a complete listing. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Arezoo Sherkat whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3796. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30 Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on (571) 272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Arezoo Sherkat 
Patent Examiner 
Group 2131 
June 7, 2007 
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